analyse the situation in 1996-97 and Tables 7  and 8 analyse the situation in 2008-09.
In general terms, the tables show the following:
• The likelihood that a family has private income exceeding net state support generally rises as income rises, except (in years other than 1979) in the first two decile groups. Some families in the bottom decile group have a very low income because they are not entitled to any state support despite low private income, either because they have too many assets, or because they are working with low earnings / self-employment profits and are not entitled to working tax credit (WTC).
• Pensioners (if the basic state pension and SERPS are both counted as income from the state) and lone parents are particularly unlikely to have private income exceeding net state support. Couples without children where both adults are aged under 55 are particularly likely to have private income exceeding net state support.
• The proportion of families for whom private income exceeds net state support fell between 1979 and 1988 and between 1988 and 1996-97 but has risen since 1996-97. Although some entitlements to some benefits and tax credits (given real income) have risen since 1996-97 -which would tend to reduce the proportion of families for whom private income exceeds net state support -real rises in private income (due to real earnings growth, the growing proportion of pensioners with some private pension income, and the increased proportion of working-age adults and those over the state pension age in work 1 ) have outbalanced this, on average.
• This change over time masks some variation within the population. For example, the proportion of pensioners for whom private income exceeds net state support has risen continuously over this period, presumably reflecting an increased proportion with private pension income. Also, the proportion of lone parents for whom private income exceeds net state support fell between 1979 and 1988, and between 1988 and 1996-97, Figure 1 shows the cumulative distribution of net state support as a percentage of total net income (values in excess of 100% have been set to 100%). 2 On the vertical axis, a value of 100% indicates that all of a family's income is from state benefits, a positive value indicates that receipt of state benefits exceeds taxes paid and a negative value indicates that the family is a net taxpayer. If one line lies to the 'north-east' of another, then that indicates a greater net generosity from the personal tax and benefit system.
Reading horizontally across from the 50% marker on the vertical axis, the graph shows that 25% of families in 1979 and 31% of families in 1996-97 had net state support that was greater than 50% of their total income (i.e. for these families, net state support was greater than private income), and therefore the remaining 75% and 69% of families in 1979 and 1996-97 respectively had private income in excess of net state support, as reported in Tables 1 and 5 . Figure 1 also shows that the percentage of families who are net beneficiaries from the personal tax and benefit system (i.e. have a value in excess of 0%) has risen over time, from 35% in 1979 to around 45% in 1996-97 and 2008-09 .
Annex: Definitions, assumptions and methods
• The analysis was undertaken using the IFS tax and benefit microsimulation model, TAXBEN, and data from the Family Resources Survey (FRS) and the Family Expenditure Survey (FES). The data cover Great Britain only.
• Estimates for 2008-09 are based on the 2005-06 FRS, suitably uprated, and include the impact of the £600 rise in the personal income tax allowance announced on 13 May 2008.
• 'Net state support' is defined as income from all benefits and tax credits plus income from the State Earnings-Related Pension Scheme (SERPS) or the State Second Pension (S2P) less income tax, employee National Insurance and council tax. This can take a positive or negative value.
• All estimates assume full take-up of benefits and tax credits.
• All comparisons of private income with net state support are at the family level, but the tables also report how many adults live in the families.
• The definition of a family is an adult, their partner/spouse (if any) and their dependent children (if any). Non-dependent children living in the family home will be in a different family unit from their parents.
• In multi-family households, the council tax bill is allocated to the person who in the survey is classified as the head of the household.
• Families are allocated into 10 equal-sized groups, called decile groups, on the basis of their equivalised family income; 3 this can mean that there are different numbers of adults in each decile group. Source: Author's calculations using the IFS tax and benefit microsimulation model, TAXBEN, and various data sources as described in the text. Notes: Income decile groups are derived by dividing all families into 10 equal-sized groups according to income adjusted for family size using the McClements equivalence scale. See text for details and key assumptions. Source: Author's calculations using the IFS tax and benefit microsimulation model, TAXBEN, run on data from the 1996-97 Family Resources Survey. 
